What % thamm C/ Cancer $tudy %ro%d

To the Editor: .

An article.in your Sept. 30 Week in
Review section, ‘‘Vitamin C Fails as a
Caricer Cure’’ {with reference to me in

“the first sentence), said that a con-
trolled study of 150 Mayo, Clinic pa-

tients with advanced cancer, pub-~

lished in the New England Journal of
Medicine, had shown no evidence that
large doses of vitamin C help.

This is ind
the Mayo Clinic investigators. They
themselves and The Times: article do
not point out, however, that the popu-

in the Mayo
from that investigated by my associ-
ate Dr. Ewan, Cameron in Vale of
Leven Hospital, Loch Lomondside,
Scotland, that the results observed.in

lation of canc§ patients investigated

the Mayo Clinid study cannot be con-

sidered to refute the results observed
in the study in S¢otland. -

The chief investigator in the’ Mayo
Clinic study wrote to me last year that
he hoped to repeat Dr. Cameron’s
work .as closelyl as possible. I then
wrote to him, pomtmg out that cyto-

'these pre

| - therapy | be
what was reported jy,

inic was so different .
) chemothprapy

| chemptherapy

toxlc hemotherap

with vitamin C wou not
to have )
C functjons largel
ectxve mec

patients|/who had nof recelved chemio-

study. -
ever, wds ignored. Nearly{all the pa-
tients in|the Mayo Clinic trial had re-
ceived [courses of|. chemotherapy,
whereas only 4 percent of hoge stud-
ied by,

The Vale of Leven udys owed that‘"
large dokes of vitamin C have great

_ value fori cancer patients who have not
: cecenned' chemotherfapy.

e Mayo
Clinic s{udy -answe ?n important
question lin-that it v rifies [that treat-
ment, with vitamin Cjis fan less effec-
tive (or atients whgse immuneé sys-
tems have' been damaged by courses of
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